A group of Golden Age Spanish literary manuscripts, among them several poetic collections or cancioneros, was acquired by Cambridge University Library at a Bibliotheca Phillippica auction in 1970. A summary list of these is provided, together with lists of other similar MSS acquired at auction in 1973 and by bequest from the library of E. M. Wilson (d. 1977). In the light of some recent studies referring to the 1970 acquisitions, consideration is given to desiderata in scholarly reference to manuscripts formerly in the library of Sir Thomas Phillipps (1792-1872).
1973 y por un legado establecido en el testamento del catedrático difunto E. M. Wilson (m. 1977) . Además una norma deseable para citar los manuscritos procedentes de la bibliotheca de Sir Thomas Phillipps (1792-1872) se considera a la luz de problemas planteadas por varias referencias recientes a estos MSS.
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In a recent article published in RCIM, Professor Patrizia Botta (2019) studies various textual questions arising from a poem by Quevedo, in the light of readings found in a hitherto little-known witness preserved in Rome, MS Corsini 625. In passing, the learned Italian scholar refers to three Quevedo MSS from the library of Sir Thomas Phillipps, citing them as «otros tres manuscritos (1317, 1319 y 1320) pertenecientes a la Bibliotheca Phillippica de Sir Thomas Phillipps en Inglaterra, que se subastó en Londres en 1970 (los tres manuscritos fueron a parar a la Biblioteca de la Universidad de Cambridge)» (Botta 2019: 35-36, n. 42-43) . These numbers cited by Botta, however, are neither the actual Phillipps catalogue numbers of the MSS in question, nor their current Cambridge shelfmarks, but are merely the auction lot numbers; Botta very properly makes it perfectly clear that she had not inspected the MSS personally but was relying on the information provided by Blecua (1969 Blecua ( -1981 . 1 Blecua in turn states that he had worked not from the MSS but from a photocopy of them provided to him through the good offices of Prof. E. M. Wilson, together with the catalogue of the 1970 auction (Sotheby & Co. 1970) . Neither of these factors is inherently a grave problem; the descriptions given in the 1970s Sotheby's catalogues of the Bibliotheca Phillippica auctions are generally adequate, and often are near-definitive. Two points arise, however, from these references to these three Cambridge Quevedo MSS. Firstly, the latter constitute only part of a remarkable group of over a dozen acquisitions by Cambridge University Library of MSS copies of Golden Age and Enlightenment literary texts from the 1970 sale of part of the collection of Sir Thomas Phillipps in which we may detect the influence and interests of Wilson, including amongst others a fourth MS containing prose works by Quevedo. More similar material was acquired from a further auction of 1973, and a final batch of manuscripts enhanced the Cambridge collections in a bequest to the University Library following the death of Wilson in 1977 (Parker & Cruickshank 1983: 666) . Secondly, it is obvious that what has long been a near-universal standard scholarly procedure in other fields for reference to MSS formerly in the Bibliotheca Phillippica is not yet established firmly in Hispanic Studies: that is to say, the inclusion of the numbers assigned to Phillipps MSS by Sir Thomas and his successors in cataloguing his library -namely his executor Edward Bond, and his grandson Thomas Fitzroy Fenwick-in all references to such MSS, as an integral element of identification equal in importance to the current location and shelfmark of the manuscript in question. 2 It is notable that Blecua nowhere cites the actual Phillipps numbers of the three MSS in question, although these are given by the sale catalogue lot descriptions whose numbering he uses to identify the manuscripts.
These two separate but related points will be discussed in turn here.
Bibliotheca Phillippica MSS of Hispanic Interest in Cambridge University Library
The Quevedo MSS referred to by José Manuel Blecua and Patrizia Botta were acquired at the Bibliotheca Phillippica, New Series, vi, sale of June 1970 at Sotheby's (= BPNS, vi), which was one of the prolonged series of auctions of material from that library which took place over nearly a century between 1886 and 1981 -and even after that in the case of the residue of Phillipps material held by H.P. Kraus. 3 There can be little doubt that Cambridge University Library arranged the purchase of these, and other, Phillipps manuscripts because of the interest and expertise of, and very probably at the suggestion of the University's Professor of Spanish at the time, the renowned Golden Age scholar Edward M. Wilson. The latter's involvement in this auction and in that of BPNS, ix (1973) , as a consultant expert to Sotheby's in the identification of Spanish manuscripts, is attested by an introductory note to that effect in the 1973 catalogue, acknowledging his assistance in that role; I also know 2 For problems in the cataloguing and numbering of Phillipps MSS, see Hook 2004 and 2017: i, 232-261 . Notwithstanding these peculiarities, wherever a MS bears a number or numbers assigned by Phillipps, Bond, or Fenwick, these numbers should be used as an integral form of identification in referring to that MS. 3 Abbreviations are those used in my study and catalogue of the Bibliotheca Phillippica's Hispanic materials, mentioned by Botta (Hook 2017) ; an account of the auction history of the collection may be found therein (i, 200-231). personally of his interest in the New Series auctions because he was in contact on this matter with his counterpart at Oxford, Professor Peter Russell, while the latter was my research supervisor in 1973 (Sotheby & Co. 1973: viii (Hook 2017: i, 206-210) . No fewer than five different Phillipps manuscripts could therefore be identified with each of the numbers cited by Blecua and Botta; only the precise reference both of these scholars give to the specific sale involved enables this potential confusion to be eliminated. It should also be noted that whilst the Original Series of auctions numbered the lots afresh from Lot 1 for each successive sale, the lot numbers of the ordinary New Series manuscript sales followed a single cumulative sequence throughout the Series. Account should also be taken of the fact that frequently in the Bibliotheca Phillippica sales one single lot could contain several manuscripts, sometimes consisting of quite disparate material; so that use of the lot number alone would be inherently imprecise in such cases for this quite separate reason. A further consideration is accessibility of the sale data to scholars; the relative rarity of complete sets of the sale catalogues nowadays means that there are few such in the academic libraries of Great Britain, and even fewer elsewhere. Obviously the sale details and lot number are an important detail in the construction of a full descriptive catalogue entry for a Phillipps MS, and constitute an essential point of reference in its provenance history; but for the purpose of summary identification use of the lot number alone is fraught with potential difficulties, as outlined above.
It should be noted that at least the references by Blecua and Botta specifically mention the Bibliotheca Phillippica provenance of these MSS, and sufficient information is provided within their studies to enable them to be tracked in the relevant catalogues and identified securely. The same is unfortunately not always true elsewhere; a reference to one of these Cambridge Phillipps MSS (Add. 7822) by Alfonso Rey (2005) 
